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Approved:

RopERICK MURRAY,
Director, Division of Biologics,
Standards, National Institutes
of Health, Public Health Serv-
fce, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

InviN J. GOLDBERG,
Director of Information, for the
Director, National Institutes
of Health, Public Health Serv-
ice, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare.

[FR Do0.71-12616 Flled 8-30-71;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

[Docket No. 23693]

BETRIEBS - KOMMANDITGESELL-
SCHAFT AIR COMMERZ FLUGGE-
SELLSCHAFT m.b.H. & CO.

Notice of Prehearing Conference and
Hearing Regarding Foreign Air Car-
rier Permit and Charter Foreign Air
Transportation

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in the above-entitled mat-
ter is assigned to be held on September 30,
1971, at 10 am, (local time) in Room
503, Universal Bullding, 1825 Connecti-
cut Avenue NW. Washington, DC, be-
fore Examiner Hyman Goldberg.

Notice is also given that the hearing
may be held immediately following con-
clusion of the prehearing conference
unless & person objects or shows reason
for postponement on or before Septem-
ber 23, 1871.

O?atcd at Washington, D.C., August 25,
1971,

[sEAL) Ravrn L. Wiser,
Chief Ezaminer,

(FR Doc.71-12710 Filed 8-30-71,8:47 am]

[Docket No. 23428, ete.; Order 71-8-04]
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC.
Order Denying Petition for

Reconsideration
Correction

In FR. Doc. T1-12417 appearing at
page 16703 in the issue of Wednesday,
August 25, 1971, the bracket heading
should read as set forth above.
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[Docket No, 22118)
HAWAIIAN SERVICE INVESTIGATION

Notice of Further Postponement of
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that the pre-
hearing conference in the above-entitled
investigation is further postponed until
December 8, 1971, at 10 am., est, in
Room 726, Universal Building, 1825 Con-
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, DC,
before the undersigned examiner.

The date for filing requests for infor-
mation and evidence, proposed state-
ments of issues, and procedural dates by
Aloha and Hawailan Airlines and by the
intervenors is postponed until December
1, 1071,

Dated at Washington, D.C.,, August 25,
1971,

[sEAL] Miruron H, SHAPIRO,
Hearing Examiner,

[FR Doc71-12718 Filed 8-30-71;8:47 am|]

[Docket No. 23407)
“K" LINE NEW YORK, INC.

Notice of Prehearing Conference and
Hearing Regarding Foreign Air Car-
rier Permit as Air Freight Forwarder

“K” Line Alr Service, Ltd. doing busi-
ness as “K" Line New York, Inc.

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in the above-entitled
matter is assigned to be held on Sep-
tember 30, 1971, at 2 p.m. (local time) in
Room 503, Universal Building, 1825 Con-~
necticut Avenue NW., Washington, DC,
before Examiner John E, Faulk,

Notice is also given that the hearing
may be held immediately following con-
clusion of the prehearing conference un-
less a person objects or shows reason for
pg"stiponcmmt on or before September 23,
1 s

9?Dawed at Washington, D.C., August 25,
1971,

[seaL) Ravrn L, WisER,
Chief Examiner,

[FR Doc.71-12720 Plled 8-30-71;8:48 am]

[Docket No. 23604]
SERVICIO AEREO DE HONDURAS, S.A.
(SAHSA)

Notice of Prehearing Conference and
Hearing Regarding Amendment of
Foreign Air Carrier Permit

Notlce is hereby given that a prehear-

ing conference in the above-entitled mat-

ter is assigned to be held on September
28, 1971, at 10 a.m. (local time) in Room
503, Universal Bullding, 1825 Connecti-
cut Aveune NW., Washington DC, before
Examiner Willlam H, Dapper.

Notice is also given that the hearing
may be held immediately following con-
clusion of the prehearing conference un-
less a person objects or shows reason for
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postponement on or before September 21,
1971.

Dated at Washington, D.C.,, August
25, 1971,

[sEaL] Raven L, WISER,
Chief Examiner.

[FR Doc¢.71-12721 Filed 8-30-71;8:48 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

MOTOR VEHICLE POLLUTION
CONTROL

Waiver of Application of Clean Air
Act to California State Standards

On April 30, 1871, I rendered a decision
(36 F.R. 8172) on a request by the State
of California for waiver of application
of section 209(a) of the Clean Air Act,
as amended (42 US.C. 1857f-6a(a), 81
Stat. 501, Public Law 81-604), to a num-

ber of proposed California laws and.

regulations related to the control of
emissions from new motor vehicles. The
decision granted California’s request in
a case of most of the laws and regula-
tions for which waiver was sought but
denied the request with respect to the
following laws and regulations:

(1) Section 2110, title 13, California
Administrative Code, as amended Feb-
ruary 17, 1971 (assembly-line test pro-
cedures), insofar as applicable to 1973
and subsequent model year motor
vehicles,

(2) Part I, Division 26, Health and
Safety Code, West Annotated California
Codes, as enacted by Chapter 1585, Cali-
fornia Laws 1970, Assembly Bill No. 1174
approved September 20, 1970, to the ex-
tent that Bill No. 1174 prohibits sale and
registration of motor vehicles manu-
factured during the 1972 model year and
requires the use of 91 research octane
number fuel in testing such vehicles.

By a letter dated May 25, 1971, Cali-
fornia requested that the decision be
reconsidered insofar as waiver was de-
nied with respect to the above provisions.
On the basis of California’s request, and
to insure that no pertinent data was
overlooked in the initial decision, the
public hearing held to recelve informa-
tion pertinent to this matter was recon-
vened in Los Angeles, Calif,, on July 13,
1971 (36 F.R. 11824, June 19, 1971). Ad-
ditional information was received from
California and from other interested
persons.

Having given due consideration to the
record of the public hearing, to all mate~
rials submitted for that record, and to
other relevant information, I have con-
cluded that my initial decislon in this
matter must be revised to grant Califor-
nia's request for walver with respect to
section 2110 of title 13 of the California
Administrative Code. The initial deci-
sion is confirmed with respect to Part I,
Division 26 of the California Health and
Safety Code.

FEDERAL REGISTER,

NOTICES

In reaching these conclusions I make
the following additional findings and
determinations:

1. Section 2110 of title 13 of the Cali-
fornia Administrative Code requires
manufacturers to perform a quality audit
of at least 2 percent of each engine
displacement size beginning with the

1972 model year. For purposes of the’

quality audit, manufacturers are re-

quired to perform emission tests on the
producuon sample identical to tests
under which prototype vehlcles are certi-
fied by California prior to production,
The provisions requiring the quality
audit by their terms remain applicable
during subsequent model years and are
designed to provide a statistical basis for
determining whether production vehicles
are generally in compliance with appli-
cable California standards.

2. In addition to the quality audit,
section 2110 includes provisions which
require manufacturers to test production
vehicles by performing an emission test
different from and shorter than appli-
cable certification tests. Separate numer-
ical standards assoclated with the short
assembly-line test were designed and
promulgated by the California Air Re-
sources Board to provide an alternative
basis for determining compliance with
the State's basic certification standards.
During the 1972 model year, one-guarter
of each manufacturer’s California ve-
hicles are required to be tested under the
short assembly-line test. Beginning with
the 1973 model year, every production
vehicle sold in California must be tested.
In my initial decision, walver was granted
to permit California to require 25 percent
assembly-line testing in 1972 but was
denied to the extent that section 2110
requires manufacturers to test 100 per-
cent of their production vehicles begin-
ning with the 1973 model year. Califor-
nia’s request for reconsideration is prin-
cipally concerned with the denial of
waiver for 100 percent assembly-line
testing of 1973 and later model vehicles,

3. By act of the 1970 California legis-
lature the sale or attempted sale of a new
motor vehicle in California during or
after the 1973 model year subjects the
manufacturer to a civil penalty of $5,000
if the vehicle does not meet applicable
emission standards. Although California
takes the position that the civil penalty
applies whether or not manufacturers
are required to perform an emission test
on each production vehicle, the 100 per-
cent assembly-line test requirement is,
in part, an attempt to provide a basis for
enforeing the statutory penalty.

4. Section 209 of the Clean Alr Act
requires that I walve Federal preemption,
of California emission standards for new
motor vehicles that are more stringent
than applicable Federal standards, unless
I find that California does not require
more stringent standards to meet com-
pelling and extraordinary conditions of
alr pollution in California or unless I find
that the California standard and accom-
panying enforcement procedures are not
consistent with section 202(a) of the

Clean Air Act. Denial of walver on the
ground of inconsistency with section 202
(a) requires a finding that the California
standard and accompanying enforce-
ment procedures do not “take effect after
such period as the Administrator finds
necessary to permit the development and
application of the requisite technology,
giving appropriate consideration to the
cost of compliance within such period.”
It is California’s position that the statute
does not permit me to take into account
the extent of the burden placed on res!-
dents of California or on regulated inter-
ests, unless the California requirement
falls to provide an adequate period of
time for compliance. On careful consid-
eration, I agree. The law makes it clear
that the waiver request cannot be denied
unless the specific findings designated in
the statute can properly be made. The
issue of whether a proposed California
requirement is likely to result in only
marginal improvement in California air
quality not commensurate with its cost or
is otherwise an arguably unwise exercise
of regulatory power is not legally perti-
nent to my decision under section 209, so
long as the California requirement is
consistent with section 202(a) and is
more stringent than applicable Federal
requirements in the sense that it may
result in some further reduction in air
pollution in California,

5. Certain manufacturers who tested
1971 production vehicles on the proposed
short assembly-line test experienced
fallure rates as high as 40 percent. Cali-
fornia contends that these high rates of
fallure, and the fact that in a majority
of instances minor adjustments were
effective to bring failing vehicles into
compliance, establishes the value as an
air pollution control measure of the re-
quirement for 100 percent assembly-line
testing, This argument, however, assumes
that adjustments made to undriven pro-
duction vehicles in order to pass the short
assembly-line test will in fact improve
their emission performance in actual use
after break-in. Existing data raises seri-
ous questions concerning the validity of
the assembly-line test as an indicator of
true vehicle emission performance.

6. The fact that substantial numbers
of vehicles pass California’s present cer-
tification test but fail the proposed
assembly-line test is consistent with
California's contention that implementa-
tion of the assembly-line test require-
ment will require more stringent control
of emissions than is required to meet
certification standards. Although manu-
facturers argue that the proposed short
test may not selectively fail vehicles that
are in fact relatively high emitters, &
definitive judgment cannot be made on
the basis of information presently avail-
able as to the validity of the California
assembly-line test. In the face of this
uncertainty, I cannot properly make an
affirmative determination that the
assembly-line test requirement is not
more stringent than applicable Federal
requirements.

7. California suggests that favorable
action by its legislature on various pro-
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posals for mandatory inspection of
in-use vehicles requires that some form
of assurance be given California motor-
ists that automobile emission standards
were met at the time of manufacture,
The California Air Resources Board, Ina
July 1, 1971, report to the California
Legislature, recommends that legislation
at present be limited to a pilot program,
In addition, the various possible inspec-
tion tests discussed in the report do not
appear to be designed to correlate with
the California assembly-line test. Never-
theless, we agree that inspection of
in-use vehicles will reduce vehicle emis-
slons, and we must respect the judgment
of California officials that public and
political support in California for a pro-
gram of mandatory vehicle inspection
will be greater if manufacturers are re-
quired to perform an emission test on
each production vehicle prior to sale,

8. For the reasons set forth in para-
graphs 5, 6, and 7 above, California’s
contention that the proposed assembly-
line test will result in control of auto-
mobile emissions more stringent than
applicable Federal requirements has not
been effectively refuted. The most that
can be said on the basis of information
and data submitted by opponents of the
requirement is that the proposed assem-
bly-line tests appear to correlate poorly
with present certification tests, that im-
plementation of the assembly-line test
requirement will be costly to California
consumers, and that the requirement will
be of questionable value in reducing air
pollution in California. This, in my judg-
ment, does not constitute adequate sup-
port for the findings required to deny
California’s request for walver under
controlling provisions of the Clean Air
Act.

9. It is pointed out by California regu-
latory officlals that an emission test of
each production vehicle is necessary to
implement provisions of California law
requiring that each automobile have a
Iabel or sticker which compares its actual
emlssions with applicable California
emission standards. Again, however, this
measure will result in lower emissions
only if the California assembly-line test
in fact accurately predicts the emission
performance of vehicles in actual use.
If the test does not measure true emis-
sion performance, attempts by concerned
Californians to reduce alir pollution
through selective purchasing of automo-
biles would be ineffective,

10. The cost to the consumer of the
proposed 100 percent assembly-line test
requirement is substantial. Initial esti-
mates, accepted by the California Air
Resources Board, ranged from $15 to
more than $50 for each automobile sold
In California, Additional information
submitted by manufacturers indicates
that these estimates are limited to vari-
able costs incurred in performing the
tests, once test facilities have been con-
structed, and do not include the cost
of constructing the test facilities them-
telves or of purchasing and installing the
necessary equipment, Capital expendi-
tures by the industry as a whole are
likely to be between $40 million and $50
million. Economies of scale are probably

No. 169—8
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applicable, with the result that unit costs
can be expected to be significantly
greater for smaller manufacturers. Most
manufacturers indicate that the price of
automobiles sold in California will, and
should properly, reflect additional costs
directly attributable to California regu-
latory requirements,

11, Estimates by manufacturers as to
the time required to construct necessary
test facilities and install necessary
equipment vary widely. It appears that
manufacturers should be able to begin
testing 50 percent of current production
by the beginning of the 1973 model year
and 100 percent of current production by
January 30, 1973. Manufacturers do not
contend that the cost of compliance will
be significantly reduced by extending
lead time beyond the minimal period
required for compliance.

On the basis of the findings and deter-
minations heretofore made in this mat-
ter, and on the basis of the additional
findings and determinations set forth in
this decision, I hereby waive application
of section 209(a) of the Clean Air Act,
as amended, to section 2110, title 13,
California Administrative Code, as
amended February 17, 1971: Provided,
That, after giving consideration to the
period of time necessary for development
and application of the requisite technol-
ogy (as required by section 202 of the
Clean Air Act), this waiver shall not
permit application of said section 2110
to require assembly-line testing of more
than 50 percent of production vehicles
prior to January 30, 1973. This waiver
shall not prohibit California from adopt-
ing modifications of the presently pro-
posed assembly-line test and associated
numerical standards where such modi-
fications are designed to improve corre-
lation with certification standards and
test procedures or where California de-
termines that the objectives of the as-
sembly-line test requirement can be
satisfled at reduced cost to the consumer,

No additional information has been
presented which questions the validity
of the determination previously made in
this matter that the required use of 91
research octane fuel in testing 1972 light~
duty motor vehicles does not afford
manufacturers of vehicles presently de-
signed to use higher octane fuels the
period of time necessary to apply the
requisite technology and does not give
appropriate consideration to the cost of
compliance within such period. Accord-
ingly, waiver of application of section
209(a) of the Clean Alr Act, as amended,
to Part I, Division 26, Health and Safety
Code, West Annotated California Codes,
as enacted by Chapter 1585, California
Laws 1970, Assembly Bill No. 1174 ap-
proved September 20, 1970, is denied to
the extent that Bill No. 1174 prohibits
sale and registration of motor vehicles
manufactured during the 1872 model
year and requires the use of 91 research
octane fuel in testing such vehicles.

Dated: August 27, 1971,

Witrtiam D, RUCKELSHAUS,
Administrator.

| FR Doe,71-12762 Plled 8-30-T1;8:50 am)
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE
PORT OF NEW ORLEANS AND SEA-
LAND SERVICE, INC,

Notice of Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the fol-
lowing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat, 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
US.C.814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW.,
Room 1015; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.X¥Y., New Orleans, La, and San
Francisco, Calif. Comments on such
agreements, including requests for hear-
ing, may be submitted to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20573, within 10 days after
publication of this notice In the Feperay
REGISTER. Any person desiring a hearing
on the proposed sgreement shall pro-
vide a clear and concise statement of the
matters upon which they desire to ad-
duce evidence. An allegation of discrim-
ination or unfairness shall be accom-
panied by a statement describing the dis-
crimination or unfairness with particu-
larity. If a violation of the Act or detri-
ment to the commerce of the United
States is alleged, the statement shall set
forth with particularity the acts and
circumstances sald to constitute such
violation or detriment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of agreement filed by:

Mr. Oyrus O. Guidry, Port Counsel, Board
of Commissioners of the Port of New
Orleans, Post Office Box 00046 New Orleans,
LA 70160,

Agreement No. T-2550, between the
Board of Commissioners of the Port of
New Orleans (Port) and Sea-Land
Service, Inc. (Sea-Land), provides for
the 20-year lease to Sea-Land of Berth
1, 172 acres of land, and certain im-
provements at the France Road Con-
tainer Terminal at New Orleans for use
in conjunction with its container and
break-bulk operations. As compensation,
the Port is to receive a flat annual rental
starting at 8404512 and escalating to
$678,300 within 3 years, in lieu of charges
otherwise applicable under the Port's
tariff for dockage, wharfage, sheddage,
and first call on berth privileges. Sea-
Land is to provide all equipment required
to handle containers at the facility. This
agreement terminates Agreement No, T-
1753 between the Port and Waterman of
Puerto Rico-U.S.A,, Inc.

Dated: August 26, 1971.

By order of the Federal Maritime Com-
mission.

Josera C. POLKING,
Assistant to the Secretary.
| PR Doc.71-12724 Filed 8-30-71;8:48 am )
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[Docket No, G904, ete.)
AMOCO PRODUCTION CO., ET AL
Findings and Order

AvgusT 16, 1971,

Findings and order after statutory
hearing issuing certificates of public con-
venience and necessity, amending orders
issuing certificates, permitting and ap-
proving abandonment of service, termi-
nating certificates, making successors
co-respondents, redesignating proceed-
ings, and accepting rate schedules for
filin

g.

Each Applicant herein has filed an ap-
plication pursuant to section 7 of the
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of pub-
lic convenience and necessity authorizing
the sale for resale and delivery of natural
gas In interstate commerce or for per-
mission and approval to abandon service
or & petition to amend an order issuing
a certificate, all as more fully set forth
in the applications and petitions to
amend.

Applicants have filed FPC gas rate
schedules or supplements to rate sched-
ules on file with the Commission and
propose to initiate, abandon, add, or dis-
continue in part natural gas service in
interstate commerce as indicated in the
tabulation herein,

J. Gregory Merrion et al, Applicants
in Dockets Nos. CIT1-630 and CIT1-632,
propose to continue in part sales of nat-
ural gas heretofore authorized in Docket
No. G-11984 to be made pursuant to
Mobil Oil Corp. (Operator), et al, FPC
Gas Rate Schedule No. 38 and to continue
in part the sale of natural gas hereto-
fore authorized in Docket No. G-10995
and in toto the sale of natural gas here-
tofore authorized in Docket No. G-14149
to be made pursuant to Skelly Oil Co.,
FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 107. The
effective rates under Mobil’s and Skelly's
rate schedules at the time of the transfer
of the producing properties were in effect
subject to refund in Dockets Nos, RI69-
430 and RI69-389, respectively. There-
fore, Applicants will be made co-respond-
ents in sald proceedings and the proceed-
ings will be redesignated accordingly.

The Commission’s staff has reviewed
the applications and recommends each
action ordered as consistent with all sub-
stantive Commission policies and re-
quired by the public convenience and
necessity.

After due notice by publication in the
FeperaL REGISTER, no petition to inter-
vene, notice of intervention, or protest
to the granting of the applications has
been filed.

At a hearing held on August 11, 1971,
the Commission on its own motion re-
celved and made & part of the record in
this proceeding all evidence, including
the applications and petitions, as supple-
mented and amended, and exhibits there-
to, submitted in support of the authoriza-
tions sought herein, and upon considera~
tion of the record,

NOTICES

The Commission finds:

(1) Each Awlicant herein 15 a “nat-
ural-gas company” within the meaning
of tbe Natural Gas Act as heretofore
found by the Commission or will be en-
gaged in the sale of natural gas in inter-
state commerce for resale for ultimate
public consumption, subject to the juris-
diction of the Commission, and will,
therefore, be a “natural-gas company”
within the meaning of the Natural Gas
Act upon the commencement of service
under the authorizations hereinafter

(2) The sales of natural gas herein-
before described, as more fully described
in the applications in this proceeding,
will be made in interstate commerce sub-
Ject to the jurisdiction of the Commis-
sion; and such sales by Applicants, to-
gether with the construction and opera-
tion of any facilities subject to the juris-
diction of the Commission necessary
therefor, are subject to the requirements
of subsections (¢) and (e) of section 7
of the Natural Gas Act.

(3) Applicants are able and willing
properly to do the acts and to perform
the service proposed and to conform to
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act
and the requirements, rules, and regula-
tions of the Commission thereunder.

(4) The sales of natural gas by Appli-
cants, together with the construction and
operation of any facilities subject to the
Jurisdiction of the Commission neces-
sary therefor, are required by the public
convenience and necessity; and certifi-
cates therefor should be issued as here-
inafter ordered and conditioned.

(5) It is necessary and appropriate in
carrying out the provisions of the Natu-
ral Gas Act and the public convenience
and necessity require that the orders is-
sulng certificates of public convenience
and necessity in various dockets involved
herein should be amended &s hereinafter
ordered.

(8) The sales of natural gas proposed
to be abandoned, as hereinbefore de-
scribed and as more fully described in
the applications and in the tabulation
herein, are subject to the requirements
of subsection (b) of section 7 of the Nat-
ural Gas Act.

(7) The abandonments proposed by
Applicants herein are permitted by the
public convenience and necessity and
should be approved as hereinafter
ordered.

(8) It is necessary and appropriate in

out the provisions of the Natu-
ral Gas Act that the certificates hereto-
fore issued to applicants relating to the
abandonments hereinafter permitted and
approved should be terminated.

(9) Increased rates have not been col-
lected subject to refund in Dockets Nos.
RI63-321 and RI68-437 by the prede-
cessor in interest to Applicant in Docket
No. G-9517.

(10) It is necessary and appropriate
in carrying out the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act that J. Gregory Mer-
rion, et al, should be made oo-respond
ents in the proceedings pending
Dockets Nos, R169-389 and RI69-430 nnd
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thatsddproeeedlnaahmﬂdberedeslh-
nated accordingly.

(11) It is neoemry and appropriats
in carrying out the provisions of the Nat-
ural Gas Act that the FPC gas rate
schedules and supplements related to
the authorizations hereinafter granted
should be accepted for filing.

The Commission orders:

(A) Certificates of public convenience
and necessity are issued upon the terms
and conditions of this order authorizing
sales by Applicants of natural gas in in-
terstate commerce for resale, together
with the construction and operation of
any facilitles subject to the Jurisdiction
of the Commission necessary therefor,
all as hereinbefore described and as more
fully described in the applications and
in the tabulation herein,

(B) The certificates granted in para-
graph (A) above are not transferable
and shall be effective only so long as Ap-
plicants continue the acts or operations
hereby authorized in accordance with
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act
and the applicable rules, regulations, and
orders of the Commission.

(C) The grant of the certificates Issued
in paragraph (A) above shall not be
construed as a waiver of the require-
ments of section 7 of the Natural Gas
Act or of Part 164 or Part 157 of the
Commission’s regulations thereunder and
is without prejudice to any findings or
orders which have been or which may
hereafter be made by the Commission
in any proceedings now pending or here-
after instituted by or against Applicants,
Further, our action in this proceeding
shall not foreclose or prejudice any fu-
ture proceedings or objections relating to
the operation of any price or related pro-
visions in the gas purchase contracis
herein involved. The grant of the cer-
tificates aforesaid for service to the par-
ticular customers involved does not m-
ply approval of all of the terms of the
contracts, particularly as to the cessation
of service upon termination of said con-
tracts as provided by section 7(b) of the
Natural Gas Act. The grant of the cer-
tificates aforesaid shall not be construed
to preclude the imposition of any sanc-
tions pursuant to the provisions of the
Natural Gas Act for the unauthorized
commencement of any sales of natural
gas subject to said certificates,

(D) The orders issuing certificates of
public convenience and necessity in
Dockets Nos. G-4904, G-10033, CI64-670,
OI164-1422, CI67-286, CI68-962, CI69-49,
CI169-328, and CI70-986 are amended by
adding thereto or deleting therefrom au-
thorization to sell natural gas as more
fully described in the applications and in
the tabulation herein. In all other re-
spects said orders shall remain in full
force and effect.

(E) The orders issuing certificates of
public convenience and necessity in
Dockets Nos. G-9517, G-18963, CI62-
1004, and CI70-751 are amended by sub-
stituting successors in interest as cer-
tificate holders as more fully described in
the applications and in the tabulation
herein. In all other respects said orders
shall remain in full force and effect.
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() The orders issuing certificates of
public convenlence and necessity in the
following dockets are amended to reflect
the deletion of acreage where new cer-
tificates are issued herein or outstanding
certificates are amended herein by au-
thorizing the continuation of service
from the subject acreage, and in all other
respects said orders shall remain in full
force and effect:

Amend to New certificate and for
delete aoreage amendment to add acreage
] Yo R CI70-1125
O Al e i CI71-797
G-10998 e CITN-632
OIS CI71-630
G-18638 cceeeeecoren CI71-768
CTI0VTES < s eeevosem C171-820

(G) The certificate issued in Docket
No, G-14149 is terminated since the serv-
ice authorized therein will be continued
by Applicant in Docket No. CI71-632.

(H) The certificate authorization
granted in Docket No. CI70-986 and the
certificate granted in Docket No. CIT1-
582 are subject to any determination
which may be made by the Commission
in Docket No. R-338 with respect to the
transportation of liquids and liquefiable
hydrocarbons.

(1) Applicant in Docket No, G-18963
shall charge and collect 20.625 cents per
Mcf at 15026 psia. for sales from
November 1, 19870, through January 9,
1971, and 22.625 cents per Mcf at 15.025
p.sia., subject to refund in Docket No.
RI171-413, for sales from January 10,
1971, from acreage acquired from Gulf
Oll Corp. and 20 cents per Mcf at 15.025
psia. from sales from acreage acquired
from Hassle Hunt Trust,

(J) Applicant in Docket No. CIT71-64
shall charge and collect 20 cents per Mcf
at 14,65 p.sia. for sales from Oklahomsa
production and 15.0 cents per Mcf at 15.-
025 psla, for sales from Colorado
production,

(K) The certificate authorizations and
certificates granted in Dockets Nos. G-
4904, G-10033, CI64-1422, C168-962,
CI69-328, CI70-086, CIT1-64, CIT1-514,
CI71-582, and CIT1-829 are subject to the
Commission's findings and order accom-
panying Opinion No. 586. If the quality of
the gas deviates at any time from the
quality standards set forth in § 154.106
(d) of the regulations under the Natural
Gas Act so as to require & downward ad-
Justment of the existing rates, notices of
changes in rafe shall be filed pursuant
to section 4 of the Natural Gas Act; pro-
vided, however, that changes reflecting
changes in B.t.u. content of the gas shall
be computed by the applicable formula
and charged without the filing of notices
of changes in rate.

(L) Within 90 days from the date of
this order, Applicant in Docket No. CIT1-
64 shall file three copies of a rate sched-
we-quality statement with respect to
giles from Oklahoma production in the
form prescribed in Opinion No. 586.

(M) Within 90 days from the date of
this order, Applicant in Docket No. G-
18963 shall file three copies of a rate
schedule-quality statement in the form
prescribed In Opinion No, 598,
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NOTICES

(N) Within 90 days from the date of
initial delivery, Applicants in Dockets
Nos. G-4904 and CI84-1422 shall each
file three copies of a rate schedule-qual-~
ity statement in the form prescribed in
Opinion No, 586.

(O) The certificate authorizations and
certificates granted in Dockets Nos, G-
9517, C162-1004, CI71-755, and CI7l-
797 are subject to the Commission’s find-
ings and order accompanying Opinion
No. 585 and any further orders which
may be issued in Docket No. ARG4-2, et
al,

(P) The certificate issued in Docket
No. CI17-828 determines the rate which
legally may be paid by the buyer to the
seller but 5 without prejudice to any
action which the Commission may take
in any rate proceeding involving either
company.

(Q) J. Gregory Merrion et al, are
made co-respondents in the proceedings
pending In Dockets Nos. RI69-389 and
RIG9-430 and sald proceedings are
redesignated accordingly., They shall
comply with the refunding procedure re-
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quired by the Natural Gas Act and
§154.102 of the regulations thereunder.

(R) The proceedings pending in
Dockets Nos. R163-321 and RI68-437 are
terminated.

(S) Permission for and approval of
the abandonment of service by Appl-
cants, as hereinbefore described and as
more fully described in the applications
and in the tabulation herein, are granted.

(T) The certificates issued in Dockets
Nos. G-9166, CI63-1163, and CI68-466
are terminated.

(U) Applicant in Docket No. CI71-793
is not relieved of any refund obligations
in Dockets Nos. RI68-2 and RIG8-648 as
a result of the abandonment permitted
and approved in Docket No. CI71-793.

(V) The rate schedules and rate
schedule supplements related to the
authorizations granted herein are ac-
cepted for filing or are redesignated, all
as set forth in the tabulation herein.

By the Commission.

[sEaL) Kennera F, PLums,
Secretary.

FPC gas rate selypdule §

Docket No. Applicant Purchaser and locathon —
and date flled Description and date No. Supp.
of document
G ... Amoca Production Co.  Cltles Service Gas Co., Amendment 1-14-71., & 9
C -1 (Operator) ot sl Panoma-Counell Grove (Effective date: DA O wovesesessoeesns
Fleld, Hamilton, tnitlal delivery).
Keamny, Finney, Stan-
ton, Grant, Haskell,
Morten, Stevens, and
Soward Countles, Kans,
G-a17, . Edwin J. Peet, Trustes Texas Exstern Tranamis- Peot Ol Co, VPO Goa § i ion
E 4271 {sueeessor to Peet Ofl slon O . West Georgn  Rate Schodule No. 4.
Co.). West ¥ d let Oak Sugplrmcnll Nos. 1-10 1 1-10
County, Tex
Assignment 4-15-70. ... ... 1 11
Assignment 10-8-70......... K 12
G100, ... Petroloum, Ine. (Opee-  Citler Servics Gas Co., Amendment 12-16-70. .. ... 4 15
C 15N ator) ot al. Driftwood Fleid, Bar-  Letter agreoment §-5-71..... 4 16
ber County, Kanx,
G-18003____ . Kenmeore Ol Co,, Transcontinental Gas Gulf Oll Carp., FPC Gas e A
E +27% {succossor to ﬂull on Pipe Line Corp,, Wild- Rato Schedule No, 347,
Corp. and Hasslo cat Bayou Field, Terre- Sugp{cmwn Nos. 1-8 2 -8
Hunt Trust), boane Parish, La. thereto.
Notice of suceoszlon &-2-T1.. ..., o
Ratifisd agreemont 3-8-71. 2 9
Assignment 12-16-70, . ...... 2 10
Assignment 1-20-7T1. . ....... 2 n
CIa2-1004...... Potroloum Evaluation Tennessee Gas Pipeline  Coustal States Gias Produo- | S
E 42271 llld Management Co., Co., n division of Ten- FPC Gas Rate
ne. (sccessoe to Blech Tos., Chess nd Schdule No. 46,
Coustal States Ons T Sars Pieide, Wiltacy Supplemeata Nos. 1 and 2 1 1-2
Prodnrlnz Co. (Oper- County, Tex, L0,
- ntor) et ul.). ‘lolkno(mim ot BT RS X SN
91060, ... 1 k)
Clea-g0. ... Mamthon Ol Co..... .. Arkunsss Loatsiana Gas  Letter agronmoent 3-24-71.. S by
C 41971 Co., Arkoma Dasin Assignment 7-1-70. ... o 8 n
Area, Pittsburg County, Letter agroomont $-4-71. ... ) ]
Okla. Assignment 7-8-70. ... ...... " 24
Clos-1422_ .. ... Astiland OU, Ine.. . ... Oklahoma Natural Qan Ameondatory agrecment 163 9
C 240 Gatheriog Corp., SBouth 1-21-71.
Ringwood Fhld ‘Major (Effective date: Date of 3 b
County, Okia, initial dellvery).
OI67-288....... Monsanto C Arkansas Louisiann Gns  Ameodment 2-8-71. . ... 83 "
C34+71 (Optllox) etal Co., Arkoma Buain
Area, Pittsburg
County, Okla.
on....... Chevron Ofl Co,, l.one Star Gas Co., Rush  Amendatory agreetnent QO 3
C 2-3-7] Western Fiold, Grady 12-3-70,
(Opemator) et nl. Conmy. Oxls,
Clso-4o__...... John O, Oxley Ark: Loubwn Gna  Assignment 7-23-00. ........ 3 i
C 32971 (Operator) ohl Co Fleold,
Pléﬁbum Ccum.y,
CI9-33.......8un Of Co, v vevncvveane Lono Star Gas Co., Rush  Amendmaent 12-1-70. . ...... s 4
C 1771 Springs Flold, Gmly
County, Okla,
Fillng code: A—Initial service,
B~Abandonment.
C—Amendment to add
D—Amendment 10 delete sorcage.
R Succession.
¥ Partial succession,
Bee footnotes at end of table.
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